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BXTRACTS, DEDUCTIONS AND OBSERVATIONS. 



While the members of the Society of Friends differ fn senti- 
ment on many points now at issue, they appear generally united 
in acknowledging that difficulties^db exist ; and although an abun- 
dance has been written, and much more- said, in relation to those 
controverted matters, yet no defkiite* satisfactory conclusion has 
been arrived at; wherein all can accfuiesee -and unite.' 

And, inasmuch as it stands a recorded decision of Phila- 
delphia Yearly Meeting, (in 1849',) that, " every man has the 
natural and religious right to express his- honest opinions in a 
proper spirit and manner, uppn any published sentiment which 
ho approves or disapproves. 

" If he -spreads opinions in opposition to the principles of the. 
religious society to which he befongs, he is liable 16 excommuni- 
cation for a departure ir&m its faith. 

" But to attempt to '•bring a man under censure for defending 
the Society agfiinst error, by warning the members against the 
unsoundness of certain published works, not e«1y vxolates a plain, 
unquestionable righ^, but would be censuring him f6r the faithful 
discharge of his rciigious duty as a watchman, and giving support 
to opinions which, as a body, the Society entirely disapproves." 

And again : "If unsound doctrines are not to bo testified against, 
and the flock warned of their pernrcious influence, but the con- 
sistent exercised' members are' to be acciised of detraction, when 
they declare their dissent from published errors, then farewell to 
the maintainance of any sound doctrines in the church of Christ." 

Can there bo ti doubt entertained by any old-lashioned, honest- 
hearted memtcr of our Society, but what the early Friends and 
standard authors amongst them, had a clear, spiritual sense and 
understanding f&rnishcd by the great head of his church, through 
the quickening power of the Holy Spirit operating on their 
minds, whereby tliey Avere gathered to be a unitgd body of dis- 
tinct Christians, holding certain doctrinal views; and that by 
close attention and obedience to the unction received, they (as - 
the apostles and disciples of our Lord had done before them)J 
spake and wrote in unison of language, walked by the same rule^*. 
and minded the same thing, and were thus- brought into unity oi 
fooling, one vrith another, and a harmonibats exercise anil' hi)&r 
for the cause and honor of truth ? 
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And was it not for want of humbly abiding under the quick- 
ening power of truth revealed in the heart, and a soaring above 
the restraining power of the cross of our Lord Jesus Christ, that 
was the stumbling-block whereon a Perrot, a Wilkinson and 
Story, a Kieth, and a Hicks, made shipwreck of faith and a good 
conscience ? And who were all testified against, in due time, as 
l>i}ing out of the truth, and sowers of the seed of discord and 
confusion in the church. 

And do not like causes produce like effects ? Did not the 
early Friends know experimentally that, " nothing makes a man 
truly a Christian but the life of Christianity inwardly ruling in 
his heart ; so nothing makes a Church, but the gathering of sev- 
eral true Cliristians into one body. Now where all these memberw 
lose thi.s life, tJiore tlie church ceaseth to be, though they still 
u[)hold the form, and retain the name/' — R, Barday^s Apology , 
2^cLge 301. 

Was not prjjnitive Qiiakerism built upon that rock which is 
the alone sure foundation? And if so, is it to be changed, or de- 
stroyed by tlie wiiirls and tlio waves of apostacy, although they 
may beat vehemently iij^on it? 

Lot the natural capacity, and the human acquirements of man 
be what they may ; must lie not, in liis searching after truth, ever 
remain in a bewildered state of uncertainty and doubt ; unlesi^ 
his spiritual eye shall be anointed by the same sun of righteous- 
ness, in whom the eaily Fririiids trusted, and were not deceived? 

Robert Barclay, in his works, Vol. L, page 472-3, has this 
language, viz: " And some not abiding in subjection to the truth 
in themselves, were not contented with that place and station in 
the, body, which God had placed them in ; but became vainlr 
puffed up in their fleslily minds, intruding into those things whicli 
Uiey have not seen; and would needs be innovators, given to 
change, and introducing new doctrines and practices, not only 
differing, but contrary to what was already delivered in the 
beginning ; making parties, causing divisions and rents, stumbling 
the weak, and denying, despising and reviling the apostles and 
messengers of Christ, tlie elders of the Church, who loved not 
their lives unto death, but through rcuch care, and travail, anil 
watchings, and whippings, and })onfls, and beatings, in daily 
j<»opardy, gathered us by the mighty power of God in the most 
precious truth." 

And the apostle Paul, in his epistle to the Galatians, 1-9, has 
this language, viz : »' As we said before, so say I now again, if 
any man preach any other Gospel unto you than that ye have 
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r(?ceivcd, let liim be accursed." And he goes on in the 11th and 
r2th vei*ses to say: "Bat 1 certify you, brethren, that the Gos- 
I)el which was preached of me, is not after man. For I neither 
received it of man, neither was I taught it, but by the revelation 
of Jesus Christ." 

And do we not beh'eve that George Fox, preached the sam« 
Gospel the Apostles did, and that he might in his measure have 
adopted Paul's testimony, " I neither received it of man, neither 
was I taught it but by the revelation of Jesus Christ." Then 
what (may we not, -with great propriety, put the question to . 
ourselves individually ?) would be the Apostle's decision in the 
case, if tried by his rule of judging relative to sound doctrine, 
should any arise in the Society of Friends, and promulgate any 
other Gospel or doctrine, in opi)osition to that Avhich George Fox 
has already clearly set forth ? 

Can we for a moment suppose that the mind of any in our day 
has been more divinely illuminated by the revelation of JesuR 
Christ, than the Apostle Paul or George Fox experienced? Or 
do we believe that tlie same heavenly revelation which instructed 
George Fox to preach and to write as he did, has at any subsequent 
l>eriod instructed a fellow member of the same religious Society 
to promulgate doctrines in opposition to his ? 

Here let us leave the axe at the root of the tree, and presently 
judge of the tree by its fruit. Let us endeavor honestly to 
I)robe the sore to its bottom, in order that the wound may Jx' 
healed ; and not strive to cover up with a plaster of deception, 
bearing on its face the inscription of charity and love. Let us 
endeavor to get to the ix)ot and foundation from whence hat; 
arisen the present distracted and confused state of our once 
l>eacefuil and highly favored society. Let us hear what Joseph 
John Gurney has himself said, and try him by his own rule of 
judging^ viz: ** Should a member of the religious Society of 
Friendsy for example, be found professing and disseminating 
socinian principles, we should consider it our duty, without tlw 
least breach of charity toward him, to annul his membership. 
The reason is plain, viz; Tliat if we allowed religious fellow- 
iship with such an individual, we should, fn tli?c face of all tie 
world, sanction his errors, and support them by the authority of 
the respective churches to which we belong.. In su«h a case the 
guilt of his heresy would be ours as well as his own." — Phila, 
Friend^ vol, F/., page 15. 

Who can now object to bringing J. J. Gurney's sentiments into 
• close comparison with those of George Fox on the same points 
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.of doctrine, and endeavoring with the light of truth to deter- 
mine whether, by his own rule of judging, he was justly entitled 
to the station and position he occupied in the religious Society of 
which he was a member by birth. 

George Pox says: "As I went toward Nottingham on a first 
day, in the morning, with friends to a meeting there, when I 
came on the top of a hill in sight of the town, I espied the great 
flteeple-honse, and the Lord said unto me, * thou must go cry 
against yonder great idol, and against the worshippers tbei'ein.' 
I said nothing of this to the Friends, but went with them to the 
meeting, where the mighty power of the Lord God was amongst 
us; in which I left Friends sitting in the meeting, and ^went to 
the Bteeple-house. When I came there all the people loosed like 
fallow ground, and the Priest, like a great lump of^^arth.- stood 
in his pulpit above; he took for his text these word's ^c&t P-eter^ 
*^ We have also a more sure word of prophecy, whereunto ye do 
well that ye take heed, as unto a light that shineth in a dark 
place, until the day dawn, and the day star arise in your' heart:' 
He told the people this was the Scriptures, by which they were 
to try all doctrines, religions and opinions. 'Now the Lord's 
power was so mighty upon me, and so strong "in me, that I could 
not hold, but was made to cry out, ' oh! no ; it is not the Script- 
ures;' and told them it was the Holy Spirit, by which the lioly 
men of God gave forth the Scriptures, ^whereby opinions, reli- 
gions and judgments were to be tried; foriit led into all truth, 
and so gave the knowledge of all truth. The Jews had the 
Scriptures, yet resisted the Holy Ghost, and rejected Christ, the 
bright morning star. They persecuted him and his apostles, and 
took upon them to try their doctrines by the Scriptures, but erred 
in judgment, and did not try them right, because they tried 
without the Holy Ghost." — G. Fox^s Jour., vol, L, page 115-6. 

J. J. Gurney says, in his brief remarks on the impartiality in 
the interpretation of Scripture, that " the idea was at one time 
rather prevalent among the members of our Society, that when 
.the Apostle used the term *a more sure word of Prophecy,' he 
was not alluding to any word written, but to that divine illumi- 
nating influence by which the prophets were inspired, and which 
guides the Christian believer into all truth. Such a view of the 
passage is, indeed, but seldom insisted upon at the present day; 
but as it is sometimes advanced. I think it right to acknowledge 
my own sentiment, that it is at variance with that simplicity, 
which we ought always to maintain in the perusal and interpre- 
tatian of the sacred writings. 
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"That the very sure word of prophecy was that which liad been 

^uttered and was written, is evident from the immediate context, 

in which the Apostle distinguishes this word from the day star 

in the heart, and at the same time identifies it (as I conceive) 

'with prophecy of the Scripture. 

" The Scriptures are a light t©wiic*i 'at all times, and under all 
«<;ircumstance8, we do well to take heed ; bat they shine only in a 
dark place, until the minds of those who read them are illumi- 
nated by the Holy Spirit ; until the day dawn, and the day star 
tirise in our hearts." 

Here doubtless we have the genuine sentiments of our modern 

•^ expounder of Quakerism, who fully proves himself to be in perfect 

unison of feeling on this point with the priest of Nottingham, who 

>j)reached for hire, and divined for money, and with whom George 

Fox contended face to face, on that identical doctrine, in the 

presence <^f the whole assembly; and who was, then and there, 

•either speaking by the revelation of Jesus Christ ; or must he 

' not have been a deluded man ? 

But 'let us hear whether George Fox stood alone in his doe- 

''trine, as opposed to the priest. What does his cotemporary, the 

learned and unanswerable apologist, Robert Barclay, say to the 

•case: "As for the more sure word of prophecy, we grant it i» 

the rule, but deny that, that more sure word is the Scriptures ; 

but it is that word in the heart, from which the Scriptures came, 

and in and by which the Scriptures are tz be interpreted. And 

is it not gross blindness and darkness, to say the Scripture is 

-more sure, than that word, light, life and spirit, from whence 

they came ? liad not the Scriptures all their sureness from the 

vinward testimony of the spirit? How then can they be moFC 

sure r— Works, vol. 7., page 161. 

Although the foregoing contrast is clear and strong; yet inas- 
much as J. J. Gurney in his brief remarks contravenes a number 
*of other no less rprominent points of doctrine, which the early 
standai d writers in the Society considered as fundamentals ; and 
finally to encompass the whole, pronounces them misinterpreta- 
tions of Scripture, that ''arc steppingstones,by which unwary per- 
sons may be, in no small depjree, assisted in an actual descent into 
heresy." Letthe reader, therefore, hear a few of his remarks, in de- 
fining the Gospel. He says, " The word Gospel properly signifies 
fflad tidings." And again: " The declaration that the Gospel of 
Christ is th«' power of God unto salvation, Rom. 1-16, has been 
regarded not as a description of the efficacy of that Gospel, for 
4he salvation of smners; but «su definition of the Gospel itaelf, 
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as if the Gospel of Christ, and the power of God, were* convert- 
ible terms. Hence it is concluded that the Gospel is not the* 
good news of salvation through a crucified Saviour, but the 
power of God, or, in other words, the influence of the H^ly 
Spirit in the heart. 

'' That the tendency of this mistake is to dismiss fromi owr 
TJew a most important and fundamental part of Christian truthv- 
that very part on which all the rest is built, is too obvious to re- 
quire notice. That the Gospel, when the Apostle wrote these 
words, Col. 1-21, 23, had actually reached every province of tho 
then known inhabited world, or Roi^an empire, is indeed by no 
means impossible." Goorgc Fo>:^ in an address to Ministering* 
Friends, says, " You, that knov/ ami feel the power, you feel the^ 
cross of Christ, you feel the Gosf)cl, which is the power of God 
unto salvation to every one tiiiti belicveth." — Journal, vol, /., 
page 24^. 

And again : " The- people- of Truro in their reasoning, said^ 
tlio Gospel was the four books of Matthew, Mark, Luke and 
John; and they called it naturaL I told them it was the power 
of God, which was preached before Matthew, Mark, Luke and* 
John Avere written; and it was preached to every creature (of 
Avhich a greal part might never see nor hear of those four 
books) so that every creature was to obey the power of God : 
ibr Christ, the spiritual man, would judge the world according- 
to the Gospel, that is, according to his invisible power." — Vol,. 
J T., page 24. 

Kobert Barclay says: "This saving spiritual light is the- 
(rospel, which the Apostle saith expressly is preached in every 
creature under heaven; even that very G<vspel whereof Paul 
was made a minister, Col. 1-23. For the Gospel is not a mero 
declaration of good things, being the ' power of God unto salva- 
tion to all those that believe^' — Rom. 1-16. Though the outward 
declaration of the Gospel be taken sometimes for ihe Gosfiel, 
yet it is but figuratively, and hj a metonymy. For to speak 
})roperly tlie Gospel is this inw^ird power and life which preach- 
oth glad tidings in the hearts- of all men, offering salvation unto 
them, etc. — Apology , ^.181-2. 

And again JR. Barclay says: " Wasswot the promised seed a 
l)reaching of the Gospel to Adam?" — Works, vol. IIL, page 395. 
Tliose few words, almost equivalent !» a volume, appear so full, 
juid io clear, that the Gospel was before Adam; that the rheto- 
3'ic of a Brown, and the sophistry of a G.urney, appear ' as the 
fcmall dust of the balance.' 
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B. Barclay further snith, in Apology page 182: "Now tBat 
which may be known of God, is known by the Gospel, which was 
manifest in them. For those of whom the Apostle speaks had 
no outward Gospel preached unto them ; so that it was by the 
inward manifestation of the. knowledge of God in them, wliich 
is indeed the Gospel ]»reached in man, 'that the righteousness of 
God is revealed from faith to faith ;' that is, it reveals to the 
soul that which is just, good and righteous; and as the soal 
receivoth it and believes, righteousness comes more and more to 
be revealed from one degree, of faith to another." 

Now hear J. J. Gurnoy's opposing sentiment, quoting tTlie mm% 
Apostle, '* For therein is the rigliteoiisness of God revealed from 
faith to faith, (that is, I presume, fi^om the- faith of the preacher, 
to tlie faith of the hearer) as it ie written, the just shall live V)y 
faith." — RoM. 1-17.. If Gurnej^'s sentiment were true, wouhi it 
not follow, that where there is no preacher, there can be no faith? 

The Apostle Paul, Ueb. 11-1 , defines faith to be '' the substance 
of things hoped for. the evp.lencc of things not seen." The 
early friends held the saini> Bontimcnt. X. J. Gurncy, in hi« 
essays, page 352, defines faith (and also reason) :is a *' noble and 
usoful faculty of the human mind," and say.s, '* faith draws near 
unto that God whom, reason has discovered,'' &c«, which may be 
read thus: A noble and usefui faculty of the liumnn mind dra^v» 
near unto that God whom a^nother iv)l)le and useful faculty of 
the human mind has discovered. A pronuiient female preache? 
among the Hicksitcs »3aid, reason was the star which' led the 
Magi or wise men to Christ. And wliut se^iitiment of Eiias Hicka- 
on a subject of similar magnitude, when compared with J. J, 
Gurney^s definition of faith, appears more- objectionably erroneous 
or astonishingly absurd. 

This is certainly sufficient (though but a small portion of his 
o]>posing and objectionable matter) to furni^sh the reader >\ith 
(lata whereon to l)ase his conclusions as to the agreement or dis- 
airreement of J. J. Gurney's sentiments with the unsophisticated 
Quakerism of the early Friends. And are they not as derogatory 
as those of Elias Hicks? 

But further ; did not Thomas Shillitoe in his testimony against 
the wj'itings of J. J. Gurney, delivered ])ut three days before his 
decease, say, ** I therefore declare, unequivocally, against the 
generality of the A\ritings of J. J. Gurney, as being non-Quaker 
principles, not sound Quaker principles, but Episcopalian ones; and 
they have done great mischief in our Society, and the Society will go 
gradually down if it yields ta tlie f.irthei circulation of that 
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part of his works which Ihey have it in theirf power to^soppress^; 
this is my firm belief. I declare the author is'an Episcopalian, not 
a Quaker. I apprehend J. J. Gurney is no Quaker in prin- 
ciple. Episcopalian views were imbibed from his education, and 
still remain with him. This is my dying testimony, and I 
must sign- it. If I had been faithful I should have expressed it 
in the last .Yearly Meeting of Mi::isters add Elders, (1836) 
•but I hope I shairbe forgiven.*' George and Ann Jones, S. L. 
^Grubb, arid John Barclay each bore testimony against the un- 
< quakerly doctrines of J. J. Gurney ; but was not their concern, 
in connexion with many others, entirely too little regarded, and 
hence the rapidspread andeager reception df'his sentiments, both 
in England and America. 

It may now also be proper to lay before the reader the opinion 
of Ralph Ward law, a Presbyterian Priest of Scotland, called D. 
D. in letters which he lias published, addressed to the Society of 
Friends. He says: "I have given in copious extracts the views of 
J. J. Gurney, on the doctHne of justification. Thoy are clear, 
simple, scrif)tural, — but are they Quakerism? Let none be start- 
led by the question; it is not a hasty, inconsiderate one. I shall 
-show you tlrere ktroom for 'it. There are large portions of the 
writings of this highly intelligent and devoted friend, in whick 
^e entirely lose sight of the peculiarities of Quaker>scntiment, 
;and Quaker phraseology. He seems to lay aside his ga»*b, or 
rather to divest the system 6f the costume in which before it had 
^invariably appeared," p. 195. "The terms inwhich 'Hr. Gurney 
invariably speaks of the holy Scriptures, and wiwch it is my delight 
to see him using, "are such as to convert those* employed by him 
respecting the independent influence and guidance of the holy 
-epirit, into little' more than wordswithout meaning, p. -351. 

"My judgment and my feelings being in thorough ^tecordance 
with those of Mr. Gurney. in nil that he ^aj^ «f the "paramount 
■ authority of the word of God'as contained in then'olume of rev- 
'elation, I cannot scehow' he can be in liar«iony with himself, till 
'he has thrown aside the remnant of Quakt>r doctrine to which 
?he still tenaciously clings. 1 mean this immediate revelation, un- 
der the modified designalion by which he has chosen to qualify 
?and recommend it," p. 358. 

" Mr. Gurney conceives that every true Quaker is prepared cor- 
'diallyto acknowledge that the Holy Scriptures, and they alone, 
lixteo. divinely autliorized record of alLthe doctrines which w^ aue 
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• required to believe, and of all the moral principles that are to rec- 
titilate our actions, not to mention the luminous declaration whidi 
Hhej contain of our relative and particular duties. And indeed 

• on this, and various other points,' it cannot fail to strike the most 
-superficial reader, what a perfect discordance there is between 

the writings of Mr. Gurney and those of the early Friends. 1 
am very far from wishing Mr. Gurney to take a single step out 

• of Quakerism, in points where Quakerism is true. In other points, 
however, he has already taken several, and those, too, even larger 

-strides tha«n any that now remain for him to take." 367 

If the reader is not yet fully awakened to the importance of 
the subject, let him ponder J. J. Gurney '«»own language, viz: — 
' ** Were I required to deSne Quakerism, I would not describe it as 
the «ystem so -elaborately wrought out by a Barclay, or as the 
doctrines and maxims of a Penn, or as the deep and refined 
^views of a Pennington; for all these authors have their defects 
■as well as their ^excellencies. I should call it the religion of the 
New Testament of our Lord and Saviour Jesus (Jhrist, without 
^diminution, without addition, and without compromise." 

Now intelligent reader vpause and consider well the tendency 
<af this uncalled for attack upon those enlightened men, and 
^standard writers in the Society of Friends. 

What object could the writer have entertained, unless it be to 
weaken or destroy our confidence in those devoted worthies, who 
«o patiently su&cred for the testimonies of truth ; and to prepare 
the soil of our minds to receive the seed of modified Quakerism, 
which, when entirely relieved from the restraints of the Cross, 
will doubtless present a scheme of outside religion increasingly 
congenial to the reception of the unregcnerate and luke-warm 
professor. But he says JBarclay, Penn, and Pennington are de- 
fective authors, although their writings possess some excellencies; 
yet if ihey are defective, must they not be out of the truth, and 
not ta be relied upon ? And certainly if they have added to, sub- 
tracted from, and compromised the doctrines of the New Testa- 
ment of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ; what other conclu- 
sion can we arrive at, but tnat they were themselves deceived, 
and were deceivers. But let not the reader for a moment enter- 
tain such an idea. . But rather compare th<i subsequent doings 
of J. J. Gurney with his disparaging language just quoted. 

Apparently, as if regardless of his former sweeping denuncia- 
ttion of primitive Quakerism, the reader may find this same J. J. 
♦Gurney, when requested to furnish an exposition of his faith Xo 
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bo offered as testimony in a case where property or teanporaI» 
were at issue in New England^ under his solemn affirmation^ 
qualifying and couching the more prominent features of said ex- 
hibit, in the identical language^ Terbatim^ of these very men and 
standard authors in the society^ at whose moa^al integrity^ as well 
ts spiritual instructions^ he has insiduously hurled the most dead- 
ly weapon he could raise against them. And where can the read- 
er find any language used hy Elias Hicks toward those pristine 
worthies, that will bear an equivalent comparison. 

Had Robert Barclay a& clearly seen our condition as a society 
in these latter days, (and perhaps he did,) as Moses saw the lapee 
of the children of Isi'acl, coBjld he bare spoken more nearly to 
the state of our times when he said, *^Surely the chui-ch caa be- 
no ways bettered by the accessioi* of hypocrites^ bttt greatly cor^ 
rupted and endangered,, for open heresies, men may be awaireof,. 
and shun such as profess them,, when they are separated fromi the 
church by her censures; b«it secret hypocrites^ may putrify the- 
body, and leaven it^ e'er men be aware." — A'psodogy, page SI?. 

Were there not many friends on the continent of America 
who were exceedingly uneasy with the publighedi Fentiments of 
J. J. Gurncy previous toi his^ coming to this country on hia visit;, 
and might they not well W so ? or in other words, Avhoy that was 
aquainted with the case, and earnestly desired the preservation! 
of the ancient teetim.oaies of truth,, could feel otherwise ? These- 
(conscientiously believed that he ought no.t to be received as a gosr 
jjol minister in unity with Friemds, until he in- someway rectified, 
or condemnel his attacks on our leligious principles, as- held andl 
promulgated by the cairly standard writers in the society.. But 
from a dispoi^ition to, be kind and charitable, many suffered their 
better feelings tO' be lulled into a state of apathy and iadiffer*- 
oncc, and out of deference to. the man, and a secret desire grad- 
ually inci'casing,. not only to- be at ease,, but also on the popular- 
aide of difficulty,, they were soon prepared to join hand iji liand^ 
not only to sustain,, but to promote \m cause in pushing forward! 
the work of engrafting- a now branch on the original stock, the* 
bitter fruits of which on some occasions, liave already bQcome dis- 
tressingly apparent. 

8ome notice of bodies^ still claiming the title of Yearly Ifeetr- 
inirs in the Society of Friends^ may properly claim attention at a 
iuitable time-.. And althouirh the harvest may appear abundant, 
and faithful laborers but few,, yet, doubtless no inconsiderable- 
number continue within the extended pale of society whose viewsi 
have never changed, neither as regards principle nor expediency^ 
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and whose allegiance to the cause of the unchangeable truth, can 
neither be bartered for, nor bought, no more than could the vine* 
j^ard of Naboth,see 1 Kin^js, chapt. xxi, I to 25 v. To these may 
the encouraging language be addressed, '*The foundation of God 
iBtandeth sure, having this seal, the Lord knoweth them that are his. '^ 
2Tim. 11, 19. 

In 1841, South Kingston Monthly Meeting, under a concern 
for the preservation of society on its ancient ground, made ap- 
plication to the Meeting for sufferings, in New England Yearly 
Meeting, requesting that body to take into consideration the pub- 
lished doctrinal writings of J. J. GurnOy, (many of which were 
deemed by Friends of that meeting defbctn^^^ and of dangerous 
tendency, aLd to decide whether they Were in accordance with 
our ancient and well known principles, t)r ot':'Orwise. An appli^ 
cation of like character from a number of t^riends in another 
Quarterly Meeting, Under a similar concern, was also made to 
that body. But no relief aVqs obtained, cither from the Meeting 
for suflferings, oi* Irom the author to v^hom application was also 
tnadc. 

Was not this a noblie and honorable mode of asking redres?, 
and for what? Not for grievances against themselves as individ- 
\ials, or as Meetings. But that a check might be put to tlie cur- 
rent of unsoundness which had set in, to deluge the Society; and 
to shield the faith of a Pox, a Barclay, a Penn, and a Penning- 
ton from ahy further attacks, or even a continuaticm of those 
Already offered, which like an internal sore was beginning to de- 
velope its withering, desolating effects. 

And to whom was the application made? was it not to that 
very body whose authoritatively delep^ated duty it was, as watch- 
men upon the walls, to arrest any innovation that might present, 
to tarnish the faith, and thereby disturb the unity and harmony 
of society? And from this falling away of the Meeting for suf- 
ferings and the action of that Yearly Meeting in identifying itself 
with the man and his sentiments, may clearly be traced the state 
of things as they now exist within the limits of that Yearly 
Meeting. For an account of which the reader is referred to the 
Ileport of Philadelphia Yearly Meeting on that subject, and the 
conclusions arrived at in 1849, as published by the Meeting for 
sufferings of New England Yearly Meeting. 

Philadelphia Meeting for sufferings on several occasions had 
the subject of unsound doctrines as written and published by a 
member or members of London Yearly Meeting, and in circula- 
tion amongst Friends in Ihis country, before it, and feeling^ 
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represented its uneasiness therewith, to the Meeting for sufferingjf;- 
of London. The subject of unsound doctrines written by mem- - 
bersof London Yearly Meeting was also modestly, though pressing- 
ly, laid before that body, in the Epistolary correspondenceof Phila. 
"Yearly Meeting with it. But no reply that was ever received 
evinced that any care had been ext-ended, or any regard' paid to 
the concern,' Friends iii America fdU, and had aflfectionately called 
their attention to. In 1 846-T, the subject took such hold of the Meet- 
ing forsujQforingsof Phila., that a document was prepared by that 
body, and subsequently adopted by the Yearly Meeting, entitled 
an Appeal for the Ancient Dbctrinea of the Society, wherein an 
elaborate comparison was made between portions of the writings 
of J. J. Gurney, Dr. Edward Ash, and the early stiindard writers 
in the Society on the same subjects, and their discrepencies shown 
to be of a magnitude that elicited the following language, viz: — 
*'Thi3 religion of sentiment and opinionj if it supplants, in those 
who are called upon to sustain the' order and discipline of 
the Society, the influenci of the heart changing illuminating 
power of the spirit of Christ, effectually blinds the eye, and dis- 
qualifies the mind for judging rightly in the important concerns 
of the Church." 

"As it affects the Minister, so must it affect the Elder, who 
would be no longer prepared to try. words as the mouth tasteth 
meat, or to distinguish the plain unsophisticated Gospel Ministry, 
which stands in the demonstration of the spirit and of power, 
from the rhetoric of the fluent preacher, which fails to wound 
the man of sin;'' 

" Should thiB superficial religion prevail, it would introduce ther 
spirit and maxims of the world into the very bosom of society." 

" Our meetings for worship, instead of being held in the name- 
and power of Christ, might be rendered opportunities for bold 
and popular preachers to lead astray the people from the true- 
fold. Having rejected the guide of life, we should be left to 
choose our own paths, and should inevitably fall into confusion 
and error. For if we cast aside our fundamental principle of the 
guidance of the Holy Spirit, and the government of the head of 
the church, we shall assuredly become the prey of unbelief and 
anarchy."— Pa^e 65-6.' 

A noble testimony. 

" The children* of Ephraim,. being armed, and carrying bows, 
turned back in the day of battle." — Psalms 78, 9 v. 

In 1842, the meeting for sufferings in Ohio Yearly Meeting 
under a sense of religious dulff, took' upi tl^ subject of work* 
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then inxircalatioD, containing uneonnd docti-ines, and forwarded 
to the meeting for sufferings of London Yearly Meeting, of 
which the author of works containing unsound sentiments was a 
member, informing that meeting with their uneasiness with those 
works. . 

In 1846, Ohio Yearly Meeting sent to London Yearly Meeting 
as follows, viz : " The peace and harmony of this Yearly Meeting 
in its several branches, as also in its coUectii^e capacity at the 
present season, have been greatly disturbed, on account of the* 
doctrinal writings of a member or members of your Yearly Meet- 
ing, in circulation amongst us, which are not deemed by us to be in- 
accordance with those on the same subjects, of our ancient 
approved authors." 

In 1847, the Yearly Meeting again had the same subject before* 
it, and after deliberation thereon, it was referred by minute to 
the meeting for sufferings, that body being encouraged to prepare 
a testification against the aforesaid objectionable writings ; and in 
accordance therewith, the appeal for the ancient doctrines of the 
Society, contrasting those unsound views with the standard au- 
thors in the Society, as published by Philadelphia Yearly Meeting, 
was subsequently adopted. — FhiladelpMa Friend, Vol. XXVIII 
Page, 164. 

Here is in some measure an exhibit of the deep concern and 
exercise many Friends were painftrily burdened with, in that 
Yearly Meeting on account of the inffux of Joseph John Gurney's 
unsound sentiments m circulation, and making inroads amongst 
them, and also of their modest, though earnest appeal to Friends 
in England to assist, not only in relieving them, but also all hon- 
estly concerned Friends throughout the Society from the fearful 
consequences which spontaneously result from innovation of 
doctrine; as that disturbs the very basis and ground work of our 
religious compact, and thereby our system of church polity may 
be diverted from its proper course,'Or thrown into a confused and 
vacillating condition. 

To some it may have appeared rather strange that London 
Yearly Meeting should have treated the brotherly appeals of 
Friends in America on the subject of unsound doctrines with so 
little respect; or rather, to have manifested a determination to 
shield the accused author, but it is no marvel that it should be so, 
when we see and hear of private sentiments and public acts, which 
clearly indicate that J. J. Gurney was not alone either in princi- 
ple or practice. 

And although there is no desire felt to go into an elaborate ex- 
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ipositi6n of tills matter, yet a defence of the cause of truth seems 
to demand some further elucidation of facts, intimately connected 
with the state ot our Society, The reader may therefore be pre* 
Rented with a few extracts from the life of William Allen in 
connection with some of the doings of London Yearly Meeting, 
which may tend to show that they were in unison of feeling, and 
acting in concert with Joseph John Gurney. It may bo well to 
remember that William A116n was clerk to the select Yearly 
Meeting of London wh6n J. J. Gurney was liberated to visit 
America. William Allen and some other members of the Meet- 
ing for suflferings in London Yearly Meeting being appointed to 
present an address on War to the Prince Eegent Wm. Allen, 
says, "The plan was for the Prince to receive us in his closet. 

Our hats were taken olF, ^nd we had to wait about ten minutes ; 

wo then respectfully withdrew keeping our faces towards him." — ' 
Lip of William Alleft, Vol. 1 p. 110. 

''Vespers fervent — requesting to be enlisted in the Lord's ser- 
vice on any terms." 32 

"Vespers constantly as usual." 39 

"Called on Earl Spencer, at Jameses Palace, about Lancasterian^ 
concerns to take him the vote of thanks." 121. 

'•To the city of London Tavern^ to meet the Managers of the 
London Institution. Went in the procession to Mooresfield, of 
see the first stone laid by Birck, the Lord Mayor, who made a 
very good speech on the occasion." 187 

Though these exercises are not in our own manner, yet I like 
to see the disposition to religious re-union." Vol, lip, 102. 

" Cornelius read to me the sheets of Joseph John Gurney'B 
book on the peculiarilies of Friends. I am much pleased with 
it." 129. 

"Received a gold medal from the king of Prussia, who, in a let 
tor addressed to Mrs. Elizabeth t'ry, Mr. William Allen, and 
Mr. Samuel Gurney, returns his best thanks for our kind letter, 
'united with the sincere wish,' (he says) that these three golden 
homage medals enclosed hereby, may afford you s.ome pleasure, 
and be a constant remembrance of me." 505. 

Wm. Allen's rep^y says, " The tokens of thy kind remem- 
brance of my two Iriends and me, as expressed in the letter that 
accompanied the homage medals, which thou ordered to be deliv- 
ered to us, were very cordial to our feelings, and we gi^atefuUj 
received them, not merely as coming from a king, whom we honor 
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and love, but from one whom we rejoice in being permitted to 
consider as a Christian friend. — 506. 

" Comment on this is needless ; but we cannot help thinking 
how John Woolsman, Thomas Scattergood, or Richard Jordan, 
would have treated the proffer of a golden homage medal as an 
acknowledgment of the value entertained of his Grospel labors." 
— Philadelphia Friend^ Vol. XXL p. 375. 

In a letter addressed to J. J. Gurney, Wm. Allen says, "It 
was truly cordial to be thus aflfectionately remembered by one 
whose feelings, upon subjects of the highest interest to the great 
human family, are so fully in unison with my own.*' — Life^ 519. 

Here is the example of one who made a high profession of Quak- 
erism, and appears to have occupied almost every station by ap- 
pointment, that society could confer upon him. A very dis- 
tinguished and philanthropic man; a minister, and prominent 
expounder of discipline in London Yearly Meeting, who might, 
with perfect propriety sit by the side of a J. J. Gurney. But 
how would he have felt in an old-fashioned meeting, seated by 
some of the sons of the morning in our Society. And would 
they not have said, who art thou that so lightly esteemest the 
testimonies of truth for which we so deeply suffered ? By thy 
appearance before the Prince Regent with head uncovered, and 
retiring in a manner as Lords and courtiers do ? Or when did 
any of the early Friends mix and mingle with Loids and Mayors 
and walk in procession to see the first, or corner stone laid of any 
Institution. Did they move a vote of thanks, or did they re- 
ceive them, and particularly as a partner with a General Ma- 
caullay. Did they practice vespers ? Here we leave the reader 
with Wm. Allen's own sample of his Quakerism depicted in his 
own language. And let us hear a few of Elizabeth Fry's re- 
marks, viz: "No outward names are in reality of much impor- 
tance in my view ; nor do I think very much of membership with 
any outward sect or body of Christians ; my feeling is, that if we 
are but living members of the Church of Christ, this is the only 
membership essential to salvation." — Philadelphia Friend. Vol. 
XXL, p. 285. 

In a description of her visit to the King of Denmark she says : 
" Imagine me ; the King on one side and the Queen on the other ; 
and nothing but my poor French to depend upon." After de- 
scribing the dinner, she adds, " the fashion was to touch glasses ; 
no drinking of healths ; the King and Queen touched my glass 
on both sides." — Ibid, 336. 

2* 
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On another occasion, when visiting with a minute of her 
Monthly Meeting on the Continent, at or near Geneva, in refer- 
ence to an entertainment she attended, furnished by Colonel 
Trouchin, she says : " To return to our entertainment, grace 
was very solemnly said before our meal, and very beautiful hymn 
singing afterwards." 350. 

The reader may place his own estimate on E. Fry's Quaker- 
ism. In 1847, a memorial or testimony concerning Joseph John 
Gurney was issued by London Yearly Meeting, which contains 
this language, viz : 

" Thus circumstanced, it became of great importance that he 
should be decided as to his religious course ; and we find that, in 
his twenty-fourth year, he was brought into much serious thought- 
fulness, and even conflict of mind, on the subject of uniting 
himself more closely to the Society of which he was a member 
by birth ; and towards the close of the same year, resigning him- 
self in the simplicity of a little child to the unerring guidance 
of the Holy Spirit, he was enabled, though surrounded by adverse 
circumstances, to make a full surrender ; and he maintained, with 
holy boldness, the principles and testimonies of the Society 
through the remainder of his life." And again: "It will not 
be expected that we should here advert, at any length, to his 
writings ; but it is right for us to express our belief, that in these 
undertakings, as in every other, he was actuated by a sincere 
desire to promote the glory of God, and the welfare of his fellow 
men ; and stt the same time to maintain, with unflinching integ- 
rity, the truth as it ig in Jesus. 

Is not this a full, entire, and unqualified endorsement and 
approval of, not only the writings, but the actions and doings of 
Joseph John Gurney ? 

If, then, his attacks on the doctrines, and integrity of the early 
and standard authors in the Society are "believed by London 
Yearly meeting to have been called for to promote the glory of 
God, and the welfare of his fellow men," and needed to "main- 
tain, with unflinching integrity, the truth as it is in Jesus," 
where, may we not solemnly and sorrovrfuUy ask, does London 
Yearly Meeting now stand ? But further ; let the reader impar- 
tially examine the Yearly Meeting's testimony and endorsement 
of J. J. Gurney *s "undertakings" and actions, one of which 
was so admirably displayed at a dinner in Buxton's Brewery ; 
and judge whether he was then "maintaining the principles and 
testimonies of the Society with holy boldness," or, with "un- 
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flinching integrity, the truth as it is in Jesus." Or rather let 
the reader determine for himself how much of the "life of 
Christianity was inwardly ruling in his heart/' on that occasion; 
and subsequently ruling in the hearts of those who gave it a full 
endorsement. That life, which gathered our forefathers to be 
a people, and through their obedience preserved them in the truth. 

Here follows the account, (or a portion of it,) as published in 
the Philadelphia Friend^ Vol XXL, No. 41, p. 324 :— 

" The party arrived at about six o'clock, and consisted of the 
Lord Chancellor, (Brougham), Lord Grey, Duke of Richmond, 
Marquis of Cleaveland, Lords Shaftsbury, Selton, Howick, 
Durham and Duncannon, General Alava, (Samuel) Gurney, Dr. 
Lushing ton. Spring Rice, W. Brougham, J. J. Gurney, R. 
Hansbury, &c., twenty-three in all. 

" At dinner I (T. F. Buxton) gave but two toasts ; the King, 
and the memory of George III., whose birth-day it was. We 
had no speeches, but conversation flowed, or rather roared, like 
a torrent, at our end of the table. 

"The Chancellor lost not a moment; he was always eating, 
drinking, talking, or laughing ; his powers of laughing seemed on 
a level with his other capacities." 

" J. J. Gurney after giving a lively synopsis of certain conver- 
sations which took place, thus adds : — 

" The Chancellor was very cordial, and we were all delighted 
with his entertaining rapidity of thought, ready wit, and evident 
good feeling. Nor was it possible to be otherwise than pleased 
with all our guests, with whom we parted, about eleven o'clock at 
night, after a flowing and exhilerating, and not altogether an un- 
instructive day." The Friend remarks : " What should we have 
thought if we had heard of George Fox, Isaac Pennington, John 
Woolman, or any other of our old and solid friends, attending 
such dinner parties, mingling with such characters as were then 
assembled, — ^voluntarily listening to toasts, and crowning all with 
being delighted with the drinking, we might perhaps safely say 
drunken Chancellor? 

" J. J. Gurney thus delicately hints how he spoke a good word 
with the Premier, Lord Grey, concerning his friend, the Bishop 
of Norwich. * I ventured to insinuate that there was no part of 
a Premier's office more responsible than that of making Bishops. 
He assented, adding, *you know 1 have had none to make at 
present.' We talked of the Bishop of Norwich. Lord Grey 
expressed his admiration of his conduct and character, though 
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he only knew him in his public capacity. ' I fear the Bishop is 
too old to accept any ofiFer that I can make him, but I assure you 
that the very first and best thing that I have to give away shall 
be at his service.' '' 

" We are informed in J. J. Gurney's letter, that the Premier 
remembered his promise, and offered to transfer this hireling 
spiritual shepherd to the Bishopric of Dublin, thereby adding to 
his official importance, and the pecuniary gain of his station ; 
but the offer was declined, it woiJd seem, on account of age and 
infirmities.'' 

*' Who need wonder "that the Bishop of Norwich should have 
preached an eulogistic funeral sermon for Joseph John Gurney." 

This remarkable season of festivity and night revelry, appears 
to have occurred in 1831, when J. J. Gurney was in about the 
43rd year of his age and the 14th of his ministry ; and not many 
years previous to visiting America. 

The reader might profitably compare the preceding statement 
with an account given in the Friend, Vol, XXII, p. 76-7, of the 
faithfulness and prophetic testimony of John Exham, against 
very similar seasons of revelry, practised by the Earl of Orrery 
in Ireland. During one such season of revelling and debauch, 
he believed it to be his religious duty to go to the Earl's dwel- 
ling and warn the company of the consequences which must 
result from their doings ! And then prophetically told them, 
" that the stately mansion so often disgraced by their revelling, 
should be made desolate, and become a habitation for the fowls 
of the air." The literal fulfilment of which prediction, as well as 
some others equally remarkable, he lived to witness. — Library ^ 
Vol III., p. 487. 

It may now be proper to turn to the state of society and 
compare latter with former things, inasmuch as jprinciple changeth 
not, though men may, and do change, and who pleadeth so much 
for charity, as he that feareth the reproofs of instruction. What 
was the offence of Eli the High Priest ? Was it not that his 
sons abused the station they occupied until they made themselves 
vile, and he restrained them not ? His love and his charity 
were so unbounded, that the fruit thereof brought not only his 
own destruction and that of his whole house, but it stopped not 
here ; the Ark of the Covenant of the Lord, which had been 
removed from Shiloh, was taken by the Philistines, and the 
Israelites were discomfitted by a very great slaughter. See Ist 
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Samuel, IV., 11, 17, 18. May the present profit by the expe- 
rience of the past. 

Was it not considered in the days of 1827-8 that such meet- 
ings or bodies, let their name or title, their numbers and location 
be what they would, and where they might, which received, ac- 
knowledged and accredited Elias Hicks as a Gospel minister 
after his unsoundness was fully apparent, ought to be, and of 
right were, deemed as in unity with him and his doctrinal views, 
and nothing to the contrary appearing, such meetings and indi- 
viduals were considered, and treated by Friends, as seceders 
from the faith of the Society. True, the degeneracy in principle 
and consequent disafiection which produced the bitter fruit of 
that eventful period, were first fully matured and brought to bear ^ 
in Philadelphia, instead of New England Yearly Meeting. 

And how did it work? Ezra Comfort (a minister) and Isaiah 
Bell (as companion) attended the Southern Quarterly Meeting, 
where Elias Hicks was also in attendance, and preached what 
those two individuals deemed unsound doctrines; and so they 
reported, (although nearly all the members of that Quarterly 
Meeting manifested no uneasiness with them, or rather had unity 
with him and his sentiments,) for which they were brought under 
church censure, and disowned by thisir Monthly Meetii^, which 
was confirmed by the Quarter, but they appealed to the Yearly 
Meeting, and were reinstated to their rights, and former position. 
The charge against them was as follows, viz : — 

" Ezra Comfort and Isaiah Bell are charged with propagating 
and spreading a report of unsound doctrines against a minister 
of our religious Society travailing with a cetificate of unity from 
the Monthly and Quarterly Meeting of which he is a member, with- 
out first informing him of their uneasiness therewith when in 
company with him." 

Here follows a copy of E, Comfort's testimony of disownment : 
^^Ezra Comfort having had a right of membership amongst the 
religious Society of Friends, but has been so unguarded as to 
propagate and spread a report of unsound doctrines against a 
Minister of our religious Society, (travailing with a minute of 
unity from the Monthly and Quarterly Meeting of which he was 
a member,) without first informing him of his uneasiness there- 
with when in company with hiiji ; on which account he has been 
patiently treated with to convince him of his error, but it ap- 
pears without having had the desired efiect. Therefore, we 
hereby certify that he is no longer a member of our religious 
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Society; nor will be considered as such until he condemns his 
error to the satisfaction of this meeting, which we desire he may 
be enabled to do." 

How remarkably similar were the two cases of John Wilbur 
and Ezra Comfort, except, that the complaint against E. Comfort 
appears to have been brought officially before his Monthly Meet- 
ing, and he treated with in all respects consistently with order and 
the letter of the discipline. John Wilbur entirely the reverse. 

But did not the prompting, efficient cause in both cases spring 
from the same corrupt root, to shield and support an unsound 
Ministry. 

And it is presumed that upon this ground Ezra Comfort was 
reinstated; as would not a confirmation of his disownment by 
the Yearly Meeting have implicated that body with the unsound 
doctrines of Elias Hicks, and given an impetus to his cause 
which it would have been difficult to have recovered from, under 
a rigid adherance to the rules of order, and a strict observance 
of the letter of discipline, in accordance with the expounders of 
it in the present day ; wherein numerical strength and popular 
opinion seem too much to constitute the touchstone of Quakerism ; 
principle having become, apparently, of but secondary con- 
sideration. 

To illustrate the value of the sentiment, a portion of an article 
in the Philadelphia Iriend, Vol. II., p, 62-3, may be quoted, 
viz : " But what, I ask, has this (majorities) to do with the 
principle laid down by Robert Barclay ? Suppose, for instance, 
that the majority of a Monthly Meeting should fall into gross 
immorality, such as drunkenness, profane swearing, fighting &c., 
would not those who remained upright and consistent with their 
profession, though the smaller number, have an undoubted right 
to disown the disorderly ones ? I will state the case still further ; 
suppose that seventy-five, or, if the reader please, ninety-five 
out of a hundred, were to enter into military pursuits, or to pur- 
chase and hold slaves — would not the minority have a right to 
disown them ? The answer is obvious. But it will be said that 
these cases consist of conduct, and not merely opinion. 
Admit it — still it proves that minorities, in certain cases, had 
the right to ilisown members." The writer has not defined the 
manner or mode whereby the minority, in a case as supposed, 
would be able to efiect said disownment ; if a Monthly Meeting 
were to become thus afiected, so might a Quarterly Meeting, and 
a Yearly Meeting might be no less degenerate. It may be said 
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that would be an extreme ease ; but it is altering no position. 
Let us suppose a little further, although it scarcely needs suppo- 
sition ; it would hardly fail to be a fact ; that a Monthly, Quar- 
terly and Yearly Meeting thus affected, would all have clerks 
and other oflScers under appointment, of the supposed description 
of members, in whose hands the entire government and control of 
meetings, and the administration of the discipline might be perma- 
nently placed ; or at least stand out of the reach of the minority, or 
one-twentieth part of the members, who would most likely be 
obnoxious to the ruling power vested in unhallowed hands. 
(May not the work of degeneracy in principle be no less gradual 
in the development of its operations than the work of regenera- 
tion.) And here, again, the question naturally arises which has 
not been defined — through what possible channel could the few 
effect any disownment ? If they are not to separate, this being 
considered a breach* of order, repugnant to discipline, and ex- 
tremely uncharitable, is not their case inevitably sealed ? But 
might it not very properly be defined as an anomaly, to meet 
which, no letter of discipline has ever yet been framed. Then 
must not their escape depend entirely on the pointings of truth, 
and the particular circumstances under which they are placed. 
Had John Comly been the regularly constituted clerk of Phila- 
delphia Yearly meeting in 1827., could he not, with that portion 
of the meeting which united with him, have carried their schemes 
of operation over the heads of sound friends without any palpa- 
ble violation of the rules of order, the letter of the discipline, or 
of our church government. And who amongst us would have 
contended that they were really and truly the legitimate Yearly 
meeting of Philadelphia? We may here remember that in 
Philadelphia was the starting point of diflSculty, as a Yearly 
meeting in 1827, and latterly in New England. 

Let us now submit the whole case of difficulty to Robert Bar- 
clay, who went beyond the reasoning power of man for his rem- 
edy. He says: ''If the Apostles of Christ of old, and the 
preachers of the everlasting Gcspel in this day had told all peo- 
ple, however wrong they found them in their faith and principles, 
our charity and love is such, we dare not judge you nor seperate 
from you ; but let us all live in love together, and every one 
enjoy his own opinion, and all will be well. How should the 
nations have been ? Or what way now can they be brought to 
truth and righteousness ? Would not the Devil love this doctrine 
well, by which darkness and ignorance, error and confusion, 
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might still continue in the earth unreproved and uncondemned?" 
Works, Vol. Z, p. 615. 

And again : " What need then of sound doctrine, if no doc- 
trine make unsound ? What need of convincing and exhorting 
gainsayers, if to gainsay be no crime ? Where should the unity 
of the faith be ? Were not this an inlet to all manner of abom- 
ination ? And to make void the whole tendency of Christ and 
his apostles' doctrine ? And render the Gospel of non eflFect ? 
And give a liberty to the inconstant and giddy will of man to 
innovate, alter and overturn it at his pleasnre? So that from 
all that is above mentioned, we do safely conclude, that where a 
people are gathered together into the belief of the principles ana 
doctrines of the Gospel of Christ, if any of that people (without 
limitation as to number, even the nineteen twentieths) shall go 
from their principles, and assert things false and contrary to what 
they have already received; such as stand and abide firm in 
the faith, (if but the one-twentieth) have power by the Spirit 
of God, after they have used christian endeavors to convince 
and reclaim them, upon their obstinacy, to separate from such, 
and to exclude them from their spiritual fellowship and com- 
munion; for otherways if this be denied, farewell to all Christian- 
ity, or to the maintaining of any sound doctrine in the church 
of Christ."— /6trf 516, 17 

If Robert Barclay had lived, and written the foregoing, in the 
nineteenth century could it havebeen more appropriately adapt- 
ed to the condition of society in our day. 

And as that matter may now be considered as well disposed of, 
it may be proper to proceed with saying, that as the arbitrary 
proceedings of New England Yearly Meeting &c.,have been animad- 
verted upon, and John Wilburs case also examined in the report 
of Philadelphia Yearly Meeting in relation to the facts and 
causes of the division which occurred in New England Yearly 
Meeting in 1845. The reader is therefore referred to that 
document as published by the meeting for sufferings in New Eng- 
land Yearly Meeting. 

Said report fully and emphatically sustains Swanzey Monthly 
Meeting of the smaller body ; as the true, legitimate, and original 
Monthly Meeting, using this language ; "to us, therefore, it ap- 
pears clear, that the meeting which, with its old clerk at the 
table proceeded in the transaction of its business after the others 
had adjourned, in no way lost its standing as Swanzey Monthly 
Meeting, and that the others separated from it ; and that those 
who in Rhode Island Quarterly Meeting, received the report 
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from the latter, and rejected that from the former, identified 
themselves with the separate Meeting." Then does it not follow 
that those who rejected the report from the latter, and received 
that from the former, identified themselves with the true 
Monthly Meeting of Swanzey. And were of course Rhode Island 
Quarterly Meeting. 

The report proceeds; "Although the manner in which this sep- 
aration rtn the Yearly Meeting) was efiected was not such as, we 
think, affords a precedent safe to be followed in the organization 
of a Yearly Meeting, yet inasmuch as those friends who compose 
the smaller body appear to have acted from a sincere desire to 
maintain the doctrines and discipline of the Society, and the^ 
rights secured by it to all its members; and had been subjected 
to proceedings oppressive in their character, and in violation of 
the acknowledged principles of our Church government, we be- 
lieve that they continue to be entitled to the rights of membership 
and to such acknowledgment by their brethren as may be neces- 
sary for securing the enjoyment of those rights." 

If those friends who compose the smaller body continue to be 
"entitled to the rights of membership, and to such acknowledge- 
ment by their brethern as may be necessary for securing the en- 
joyment of those rights," certainly they have not seceded from 
the society,; and if so, do they not still continue to hold New 
E jgland Yearly Meeting as a superior, in unity with, and to 
which the true Quarterly Meeting of Rhode Island, and Monthly 
Meeting of Swanzey, are subordinate and constituent branches. 

That the precedent would not be safe to be followed in the 
organization of a (new) Yearly Meeting, does not appear to apply 
to the sustaining of a Yearly Meeting on its original organization 
or ground, and particularly so, when the maintenance of the 
doctrines and discipline of the society, are acknowledged to have 
been the alone ground of action. 

Does it not follow, that if there is but one true Monthly 
Meeting of Swanzey, and that of the smaller body ; that as cer- 
tainly there can be but one true Yearly Meeting of New England 
and can that that be in unity with the separate Monthly Meeting 
of Swanzey ? 

The position assumed by Ohio Yearly Meeting in 1846 was 
never on any subsequent occasion abrogated or changed up to the 
time of the separation. And that position was, that "the peace 
and harmony of this yearly meeting in its several branches, as 
also in its collective capacity at the present season, have been 
greatly disturbed on account of the doctrinal writings of a mem- 
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ber or members of your (London) Yearly meeting in circulation 
amongst us, which are not deemed by us, to be in accordance with 
those, on the same subjects of our ancient approved authors." 

Here we have a clear, unqualified avowal in an official produc- 
tion of that Yearly Meeting, of what was really the true basis 
and ground work of the difficulties and dissensions existing 
among its members. And so they continued unabatedly to exist, 
to the time of the separation ; when a minor portion of the mem- 
bers of that Yearly Meeting set up their standard for the support 
and advancement of the cause of Gurneyism ; and became allied, 
by opening an epistolatory correspondence of acknowledged fel- 
lowship with that body in New England, which had disfranchized 
meetings and members, for endeavoring "to maintain the doctrines 
and discipline of the society, and the rights secured by it to all 
its members." And had subjected "them to proceedings oppres- 
ive in their character, and in violation of the acknowledged prin- 
ciples of our church government." — Philadelphia Report 

And which had substantially based itself on that platform, and 
fully recognized and owned as a subordinate branch, in unity of 
action, and harmony of feeling, that body claiming the title of 
Swanzey Monthly Meeting, which the Ehiladelphia Report has 
virtually pronounced to be a body of separatists. 

In 1854, two epistles were presented to Baltimore Yearly 
Meeting, one signed by Benjamin Hoyle as clerk, and the other by 
Jonathan Binns. The meeting was thus at once brought into diffi- 
culty ; and appointed a committee to consider the case and report to a 
future sitting. That Committee were divided in sentiment ; the 
major portion being entirely prepared to receive the epistle signed 
by J, Binns as clerk, and to recognize that body as the Ohio 
Yearly Meeting. 

The other portion of that com.nittee, conscientiously believing 
that such a course would not only be swerving from a faithful 
adherence to, and support of, the doctrines and testimonies of the 
early friends; but would be a formal acknowledgement and sanc- 
tioning of the new schemes of modified Quakerism, and betraying 
of the trust reposing in them, objected to the proposed course, 
but to no avail. The clerk and the majority ot the meeting being 
fully prepared for the majority report, an alliance with that body 
in Ohio of which Jonathan Binns was clerk, was soon effected. 

The question propounded by the prophet Amos was then to 
be determined, " can two walk together except they be agreed?" 
^ When a remnant of the meeting (and not below the standard 
of numbers with a Barclay) could find no course consistent with 
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the conscientious convictions of their own minds on that very 
trying occasion, but to dissent from the action of the major part 
of the Meeting, and remain quietly together at the close of that 
sitting and endeavor to sustain and continue Baltimore Yearly 
Meeting on the original ground of primitive Quakerism, and in a 
manner which in the days of 1828, would have received the 
warmest approbation and approval of Friends holding the same 
faith, everywhere. 

Is evidence wanting that in these days the views and feelings 
of many have materially changed, and in their zeal for an outside 
show of order, and the maintenance of their construction and 
application of Ihe letter of discipline, is there not danger of for- 
getting the doctrine of a Barclay, and leaving principle almost 
entirely out of view ? 

In the days of 1827-8, Friends were strongly encouraged to 
maintain their ground against innovation of doctrine, with un- 
yielding integrity and firmness, at any sacrifice it might cost them. 
And no doubt that advice was adminiRtored under some sense of 
that, which gathered oiii- forefathers to the standard of truth, 
and kept them there, before they had atiy outward or written 
rules of discipline; and wUieh taught tlifroi not to put the letter 
before, or above that, wiiidi alone giveth und preservethlife; and 
which experience has sorrowfully shown, may be converted, when 
administered by unsanctifleil haiirls, iDto an engine of oppres- 
sion, both to the seed of life, and to those who endeavor to dwell 
therein. 

Did not Philadelphia Yearly Meeting, in 1828, bear a de- 
cided consistent testimony against the doctrines of Elias Hicks, 
as being opposed to primitive Quakerism, and against the fruits 
resulting from their adoption or encouragement? 

And did it not, in its Appeal for the Ancient Doctrines of the 
Society, issued in 1847, bear a no less decided and unwavering 
testimony against the doctrines of Joseph John Gurney, as 
equally opposed to the principles of primitive Quakerism, as held 
and most surely believed by the early Friends ? Then upon what 
ground (with any degree of consistency) can Philadelphia 
Yearly Meeting relax in carrying out its testimony against the 
fruits resulting from either the adoption or encouragement of J. 
J. Gurney's sentiments. 

Does not said Appeal emphatically determine Gurneyism to be 
a religion of sentiment and opinion, at page 65 ? And again at page 
66 it says: 'Should this superficial religion prevail V &c. And does 
not the language of the Appeal throughout, determine Gurneyism 
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to be, not only at variance with primitive Quakerism, but as 
opposite thereto as the sentiments of Elias Hicks, with their 
concomitant appendages ? 

Why, then, should the candle, which has been lighted, be put 
as under a bed or under a bushel, and not on the candle stick, 
that its light may be seen ? 

Elias Hicks exceedingly undervalued the Holy Scriptures, 
calling them *A nose of wax,' 'Mystery Babylon,' 'That which the 
wisdom of man has devised,' and much more not needful here to 
mention. 

J. J Ghirney designates the Bible, 'The Written Word, 'The 
Waters of Life,' 'The more sure word of Prophecy, 'that the Bible 
alone, fully reveals the nature and character of sin,' &c. 

And on most other important points of doctrine wherein Elias 
Hicks departed from the primitive standard of Quakerism, J. J. 
Gurney has taken a no less diverging course, though in an oppo- 
site direction. And no wonder if the fruits resulting therefrom 
should be analogous. 

That Friends of Baltimore Yearly Meeting in 1828, did right 
in coming out of their difficulties as they did, has scarcely been 
doubted ; and in conformation thereof, it is stated in the Philad'a 
Friend, vol. 2, page 39, that "every member of Baltimore Yearly 
Meeting, (in 1828) who continued to meet with the party after 
they thus had fully identified themselves with the new sect, was 
lending his influence and according his assent to those practices 
and doctrines. 

And again at 61, "The statements we have already made, 
show, in the clearest manner, that, in order to retain their con- 
nection with the society, and to support its doctrines and discipline, 
Friends of Baltimore Yearly Meeting had no alternative left, 
but to meet apart from those who had seceded from its communi- 
on and attach itself to the new Society of Hicksites." 
• Now, admitting this statement to be entirely correct, who can 
any more doubt the purity of- motive and consistency of action of 
the minor portion of Friends of Baltimore Yearly Meeting in 1854 
than in 1828, "that in order to retain their connection with the 
Society, and to support its doctrines and discipline," (as they 
apprehended) they really believed they "had no alternative left 
but to meet apart from those who had seceded from its communi- 
on, and attach themselves to the new Society" of Gurney ites. 

And that every member who continued to meet with the party 
after they had thus fully identified themselves with the new sect, 
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was lending his influence end according his assent, to those prac- 
tices and doctrines. 

On the subject of discipline and its administration, that worthy 
Friend, John Kichardson, remarks, that discipline "is a good 
fence, and a help to keep the righteous in, and hurtful and wicked 
things and doings out, if the same be rightly handled aud extend- 
ed as it ought to be, in the love and wisdom of God. — Library 
Vol IV. P. 96. 

And Job Scot (whom S. L. Grubb calls a star of the first magni- 
tude) says : "Discipline in the life is an excellent thing. But 
my soul hath seen and felt with inexpressible sorrow, that out of 
the Life, the administration of it in the letter, killeth, will kill, 
and has killed many who began in the spirit, and who are now 
vainly laboring to be made perfect in the flesh.'' 

Each Yearly Meeting claims the prerogative to make, revise, 
alter and annul, its own rules of Discipline, whenever officially 
brought before that body, and legitimately acted upon ; and such 
revision, amendment and alteration have, on various occasions, 
been made. But not so with doctrines. No assumption of power, 
has ever conferred the privilege of change, without a forfeiture of 
the original title of "Friends." 

And inasmuch as vital and important changes of discipline 
have lately been made, no doubt in evidence of the fructifying 
properties of Gurneyism, it may be well to advert to a few cases ; 
and the inquiry might, with great propriety, be instituted, how 
far those changes can extend, and the body effecting them still 
retain its standmg as a co-ordinate branch of the religious Society 
of Friends. 

Wherever such changes in discipline conflict with primitive 
Quakerism, how are they to be tolerated? 

In most, if not all, those bodies in America, claiming the title 
of Yearly Meetings, the Memoirs of Joseph John Gurney, and 
many of his doctrinal writings have been extensively circulated. 

And one of the largest (Indiana) which some years back forbade 
J. J. Gurney's essays on Christianity being admitted into the 
monthly and Preparative meeting libraries, has since repealed 
that mandate, and encouraged its circulation. As a sample of 
the sentiments contained in that work, (now endorsed by Indiana 
Yearly meetings) the reader has J. J. Guruey's definition and 
application of faith, (and also reason) at page 9 which is worthy 
of attention. And other bodies, either in the capacity of a 
Yearly meeting, or by its meeting for sufferings, have sent down 
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written instructions to subordinate meetings to receive certain 
writings of the said author J. J, Gurney into monthly or Prepa- 
rative meeting libraries ; placing them thereby not only within 
the notice, but so that their attractive influence may reach the 
reading and junior members of society. Thus inflicting an un- 
healing wound in the minds of such Friends as feel conscientiously 
bound to bear testimony against his (as Thomas Shillitor calls 
them) 'Episcopalian principles." 

London Yearly Meeting has, some time since, changed its disci- 
pline, so as entirely to relieve its members from a testimony (whicli 
our forefathers, in the truth maintained, no doubt, from a divine 
impulse) against grave stones as monuments for the dead, and 
other propositions of no less vitality and importance to the wel- 
fare and preservation of the religious Society of Friends, have 
either been acted on by that body, or held under consideration. 

And must not these things be wounding to the honest hearted, 
who feel still bound to the law and to the testimony, and not 
prepared to cast away the shield as though it had not been an- 
nointed with oil. 

Dublin Yearly Meeting, which is scarcely other than subordi- 
nate to London; as it sends its report comprising its answers to 
the queries, and a quorum of representatives to London Yearly 
Meeting ; and its members, when there, appear eligible to appoint- 
ment; and an individual disowned in Ireland on some account 
has a right to appeal from the decision of Dublin Yearly Meeting 
to London, which has full authority to reinstate the Appelant. 

And Dublin members in accordance with parental example have 
also abandoned their testimony against grave stones for the dead. 

And that body in New York City, still claiming the tide of a 
Yearly Meeting of Friends appears to have outstripped all the 
rest of its associates; having not only abandoned its testi- 
mony against grave stones, or monuments for the dead, but in 
other respects, changed and modified its rules of discipline, so that 
a member may now marry one that is not a member, (even a Ro- 
man Catholic) by the assistance of an hireling minister, (or any way 
the parties may desire) and by an easy mode of procedure, be 
continued in membership, without either the individual or the 
Monthly Meeting condemning the act. Thus, with the liberal 
views inherent to Gurneyism, they lay aside, or rather wantonly 
throw away the testimony of the Society of Friends, against an 
hireling ministry ; for the faithful maintenance of which our fore- 
fathers in the truth so deeply suffered, both in person and estate. 
Shall any doubt the correctness of these statements, he may 
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consult the British Friend, the London Friend, and Philadelphia 
Friend. 

The reader may now judge for himself, and form his own con- 
clusions, relative to the source from whence has arisen in our 
Society, the trials and conflicts of the present day. 

Desiring that he may not deem this plain and honest exposition of 
facts, as the product of an uncharitable spirit ; but let him bear in 
mind that, the Apostle Paul, (an example to all believers) who 
eulogized charity, and no doubt practised it in an eminent degree ; 
withstood Peter to his face, for his dissimulation ; warned his breth- 
ren repeatedly, to beware of false doctrines; and was unspar- 
ing in his condemnation of error. 

And whithersoever he journeyed, he laboured diligently to 
remove wrong things, and the perpetrators of them, out of the 
Church 

And the Savior of men spoke emphatically of burdens being 
laid on men's shoulders, grievous to he borne; while those who 
bound them there, would not move them with one of their fingers. 
Matthew xx. m. 

And cannot many vouch for its truth in the present day ? If 
in those days there was no concord between light and darkness, 
between truth and error, why should there now be ? Has the 
foundation been changed? Or does their still remain but the 
B.ock and the Sand to build upon ? Should any assume a medium 
ground whereon to erect a structure ? Was it not so with the 
church of the Laodicians, to whom this language was addressed ? 
"I know thy works, that thou art neither cold nor hot; I would 
thou wert cold or hot, so then, because thou art lukewarm, and 
neither cold nor hot, I will spew thee out of my mouth." — Rev. 
ni. XV. XVI. 
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